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view, the duty of the Communist party in a capitalist
country to prepare for armed conflict, and to take all
possible measures for disarming the bourgeoisie and
arming that part of the proletariat which is willing to
support the Communists.
There is an air of realism and disillusionment about
this position, which makes it attractive to those idealists
who wish to think themselves cynics. But I think there
are various points in which it fails to be as realistic as
it pretends,
In the first place, it makes much of the treachery of
Labour leaders in constitutional movements, but does
not consider the possiblity of the treachery of Com-
munist leaders in a revolution. To this the Marxian
would reply that in constitutional movements men are
bought, directly or indirectly, by the money of the
capitalists, but that revolutionary Communism would
leave the capitalists no money with which to attempt
corruption. This has been achieved in Russia, and
could be achieved elsewhere. But selling oneself to the
capitalists is not the only possible form of treachery. It
jis also possible, having acquired power, to use it for
one's own ends instead of for the people. This is what
I believe to be likely to happen in Russia: the estab-
j lishment of a bureaucratic aristocracy concentrating
/ authority in its own hands, and creating a regime just
as oppressive and cruel as that of capitalism. Marxians
never sufficiently recognize that love of power is quite
as strong a motive, and quite as great a source of
injustice, as love of money; yet this must be obvious
to any unbiased student of politics. It is also obvious
that the method of violent revolution leading to a
minority dictatorship is one peculiarly calculated to
create habits of despotism which would survive the